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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments with respect to the independent claims have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior 
art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to 
a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1, 4, 5, 8-11, 14, 15, and 18-20 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Owa(U.S. 2001/0043357) in view of 
Kitada(U.S. 2004/0179230). 

Regarding claim 1. Owa discloses a data providing apparatus(Host computer 1 
disclosed in paragraph 33 reads on the data providing apparatus) comprising: an 
input unit which inputs printing data; (Paragraph 33, lines 8-12 teaches the ability to 
input print data.) a setting unit which sets a selection condition; (Paragraph 45 
teaches a print condition input section 14 that can set a plurality of selection 
conditions.) an acquiring unit which is connected to a network, and acquires a plurality 
of status information concerning a plurality of image forming apparatuses on the 
network; (Paragraph 33 teaches a status monitor section 13. Paragraphs 41 and 
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66 also detail the ability to monitor the status of printers in the network.) a 

selection unit which calculates evaluation of said plurality of image forming apparatuses 
on the basis of the selection condition, said plurality of status information and 
specifications of the printing data input by the input unit, the selection condition which is 
considered by the selection unit includes a distance from the data providing apparatus 
to the image forming apparatus and printing time of the image forming 
apparatus(Paragraph 58 mentions print location(reads on distance) and print 
speed(reads on printing time) as some of the condition items.), and the selection 
unit selects one image forming apparatus according to calculation result; (Paragraph 33 
teaches an output destination printer selection section 11. Paragraphs 61-64 also 
teach that an optimum printer is selected based on a calculated score.) and a 
transfer unit which transfers the printing data input by the input unit in order to provide 
the printing data to said one image forming apparatus selected by the selection unit. 
(Paragraph 33 teaches a data transfer section 17. Paragraph 55 further elaborates 
that the data transfer section 17 transfers the print data to a printer.) 

But Owa is silent on a third selection condition used to select a printer-stability of 
printing process of the image forming apparatus. 

Kitada, on the other hand, teaches a third selection condition used to select a 
printer-stability of printing process of the image forming apparatus. (Paragraph 151 
teaches the ability to keep track of the number of errors occurring at each printer. 
A printer is selected based on this number. The ability to keep track of errors read 
on the stability of printing process.) 



Application/Control Number: 10/784,166 Page 4 

Art Unit: 2625 

Therefore, it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art, at the 
time of the present invention, to modify Owa with Kitada to fully put forth the apparatus 
claimed in claim 1. 

The motivation behind this modification is to put forth a print job 
distribution apparatus that minimizes the number of errors. Selecting a printer with a low 
a number of errors increases the chances of successfully outputting a print job. 

Regarding claim 1 1 , it is rejected in the same manner as claim 1 since a 
corresponding method is claimed. 

Regarding claims 4 and 14, Owa and Kitada teaches the limitations stated in the 
respective base claims. Owa further teaches a setting unit which sets a priority 
concerning certain conditions. (Paragraphs 60 and 61 teach the ability to set a 
priority to certain user inputted conditions.) Owa also teaches selection conditions 
such as distance from data providing apparatus to image forming apparatus and printing 
time of the image forming apparatus(Paragraph 58). Furthermore, Kitada teaches 
another selection condition-stability of printing processing of the image forming 
apparatus(Paragraph 151) 

Regarding claims 5 and 15, Owa further teaches that the user can arbitrarily set 
a value of the priority of the setting unit. (Paragraph 58 talks about the user- 
specified priorities.) 

Regarding claims 8 and 18, Kitada further teaches a method/apparatus wherein 
the selection condition of the setting unit includes the stability of the printing processing 
of the image forming apparatus, and the stability is determined on the basis of how 
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many the image forming apparatus has generated an error during a predetermined 
period in the past. (Paragraph 151 teaches the ability to keep track of the number 
of errors occurring at each printer. A printer is selected based on this number. 
The ability to keep track of errors read on the stability of printing process.) 

Regarding claims 9 and 19, Owa further divulges that the calculation result is 
determined in consideration of whether the image forming apparatus can process a task 
shown by the printing data or not. (Paragraph 66 teaches that the selection score 
for each printer is based on the printer's ability to match the print conditions 
specified by the user.) 

Regarding claims 10 and 20 , Owa further teaches that the calculation of the 
evaluation of the selection unit is performed not only to each of said plurality of image 
forming apparatuses, but also to a plurality of ports which are included in the image 
forming-apparatus. (Paragraphs 65 and 66 teach that the calculated score would 
be based on whether or not the printer is printing another job. This, in turn, 
implies the ability to assess a printer's ports in communication with other devices 
in the network.) 

3. Claims 6 and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Owa(U.S. 2001/0043357) in view of Kitada(U.S. 2004/0179230) and 
further in view of Taniguchi(U.S. 6,801 ,962). 

Regarding claims 6 and 16, Owa and Kitada teach the limitations stated in the 
respective base claims. 
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But this combination does not teach that the distance from the data providing 
apparatus to the image forming apparatus, which is one of the selection conditions of 
the selection unit, is the value set by the user. 

Taniguchi, on the other hand, discloses that the distance from the data providing 
apparatus to the image forming apparatus, which is one of the selection conditions of 
the selection unit, is the value set by the user. (Column 14, lines 35-65 teaches that 
an output device is determined based on the distance between the output device 
and the user terminal. This reference also teaches that the user can specify the 
range of the distance.) 

Therefore, it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art, at the 
time of the present invention, to modify Owa and Kitada with Taniguchi to fully put forth 
the apparatus/method claimed in claims 6 and 16. 

The motivation behind this modification is to put forth a fast printing method. By 
permitting the user to set the distance range, the print job is allocated to a printer near 
the user. This, in turn, permits the user to rapidly retrieve the outputted print job. 

4. Claims 7 and 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Owa(U.S. 2001/0043357) in view of Kitada(U.S. 2004/0179230) and 
further in view of Clough(U.S. 2003/001 1811) 

Regarding claims 7 and 17 , Owa and Kitada disclose the subject matter claimed 
in the base claims. 

However, this combination is silent on an apparatus/method wherein the 
selection condition of the setting unit includes the printing time of the image forming 
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apparatus, and the printing time is a printing schedule time calculated in consideration 
of paper, the number of printing sheets, a printing mode, which are specified by the 
printing data, and said plurality of status information of said plurality of image forming 
apparatuses of the network. 

Clough, on the other hand, teaches an apparatus/method wherein the selection 
condition of the setting unit includes the printing time of the image forming apparatus, 
and the printing time is a printing schedule time calculated in consideration of paper, the 
number of printing sheets, a printing mode, which are specified by the printing data, and 
said plurality of status information of said plurality of image forming apparatuses of the 
network. (Paragraphs 21 and 22 teach the ability to specify the printing period 60. 
Once the user specifies the printing period 60, the print job is scheduled to meet 
this specification.) 

Therefore, it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art, at the 
time of the present invention, to modify Owa and Kitada with Clough to fully put forth the 
method/apparatus claimed in claims 7 and 17. 

The motivation behind this modification is to devise an apparatus that 
accommodates to the needs of the user. By printing within the user-specified time 
period, this is realized. 

Conclusion 

5. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection 
presented in this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See 
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MPEP § 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 
37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

6. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to ASHISH K. THOMAS whose telephone number is 
(571 )272-0631 . The examiner can normally be reached on 9:00 a.m. - 5:30 p.m. EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David K. Moore can be reached on 571-272-7437. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Ashish K Thomas/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 2625 



/David K Moore/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2625 



